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Muslim body could impose a law to remove it. The speaker therefore asked the
House to postpone consideration of the measure if they wish to take the Moslems
with them, as the Moslems needed time to overcome the handicap of unclarified
opinion. He wished to make it clear that Moslems were not opposed to the
principle of the Bill, to wh'ch, with certain modifications, they might give whole-
hearted support if given time.
The Assembly then adjourned for the day.
Next day, the 5TH SEPTEMBER, Mr. N, C. KELKAR resuming discussion on
the Sarda Bill said that the Bii!, as it stood, was unacceptable and hoped the amendments
propofed would be accepted. If, however, no SHnendment was carried, he would resume
freedom of vote. He supported the principle of the Bill with a clear conscience, Mr.
Neogy was perfectly right in obeying the mandate of the electorates. He (Mr. Kelkar)
had no such mandate and woalJ not hesitate to do the right thing on the spot. He asked
Government to be generous and not to issue a mandate to the members on their side and
requested the opponents to give up their relentless attitude. Analysing the Select Commit-
tee's report, Mr. Kelkar held that the objections to the Bill were mostly on questions o!
procedare and not on principle, The issue had narrowed down to the question whether
the age of consent should be raised from twelve to fourteen. Here there w*s room for
propaganda and education. The objection of conscientious objectors could bs met by
eoftening the Bill,
Dr. HYDEB gave his whole-hearted support to the Bill, He expressed surprise that
Mr. Acharya should still require more evidence of its necessity. Was not the tragic story
of the high death rate amongst child wives and child widows, unfolded by figures of the
last 60 years, quite enough ? If the evidence of the funeral fires to which child wives
were sent from their nuptial beds had not convinced the oppositionists about the necessity
of the Bill, nothing would. Over a thousand youngmen replying to a question put by
the speaker, as a university examiner, had unanimously declared child marriage to be
the main cause of the high death rate in the country. As the measure sought to minimise
this colossal evil the speaker strongly supported it. If those opposed to the Bill desired
a better class of cows, why did they not desire a better kind of human beings ?
Mr. PRICE declared that it would be difficult to find one single spot of ill-will against
the Bill in one whole of the enlightened Bombay Presidency where opinion was unanimous
in favour of it. Proceeding, Mr. Price stated that for every one case of consummation before
the age of consent there were 50 cases where child sufferings went unavenged. The roots of
Nationalism must be laid deep in the social habits of a people and so there must be ft
national law applicable to the whole country without any exception. Those who were
trying to postpone discussion of the Bill were essentially wreckers of the Bill. Why try
to stay the Bill and hesitate to make a bold frontal attack ? Mr. Neogy was honest but
be must remember he was in the Assembly as a member and not as a delegate from East
Bengal. Laws like the present Bill obtained in Turkey, Algeria and Egypt. That showed
that Islam ani its Prophet had most generously restored women's rights to person and
property which tbe hardheartedness of man had deprived them of,
Mr. K, C. BOY gave his whole-hearted support to the Bill. He welcomed the clear
pronouncement of the Moslem view by Dr. Hyder, wha came from the seat of Moslem
learning and culture. Indeed, Dr. Hyder's speech conveyed a message of hope and charity
to the whole of India and would help to rally waverers in support of the Bill.
Tracing the history of similar legislation in India, Mr. Boy pointed out that the
opposition which now came from Bengal caino also from the same province of culture anj
social reform movement which led to previous legislation, Mr, Neogy had evidently been
misled by the orthodox tyranny of East Bengal, But the Bengal Government faithfully
and correctly represented entire Bengal when they stated that " Hindu opinioa is
wholly in favour of this legislation." The bold pronouncement of Sir James Crerar
would also greatly help to see the Bill placed on the Statute Book. Of course! Mr.
Amarnath Dutt never trusted any Committee appointed by an alien Government but it
could not be denied that tbe Age of Consent Committee, presided over by Sir Moropant
Joshi, could not have been better composed and no better report could have been produced.
The present Bill was not a Government Bill and it was for this House to decide the
question raised by it. Let this Assembly prove to the world that India was prepared to
go forward in every field.
Mr. Gangananda SINHA declared, amidst applause, that he did not wish to move hia
dilatory amendment but desired the House to consider amendments to make necessary
improvement!. If Mr, Acharya wanted to oppose the measure he should face it now

